Tuly 7, 2004

Chairman Michae] Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

‘Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133

Chairman Powell:

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. Ifyou
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities. '

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to amy price increase for pre-paid calling cards;
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are so prevalent in part because
they save consumers money.

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consursers hostage, we should
not be faced with rising telephone scrvice costs as well. In particular, many low-income
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones or the telephones
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay “connected” as we look for
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have.

~éme. Isimply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards.
i Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such
- charges. The FCC should stand up for cousumer inferests over corporate gain by keeping
affordable prepaid calling cards a priorify. ‘

o W 734 o

ccs:  Commissioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abemathy
Copmissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein -
Senator Hudehaseor
Sepator Oovrityn-
Conggessperson
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July 7, 2004 ' * .

Chairmman Michael Powell _

Federal Communications Commission . ’
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

- RE: WC Docket No. 03-133
Dear Chairman Powell:

Latino and other minority communities rely upon low-cost telecommunicatiops services to
accomplish many every day tasks, from looking for a job or affordable housing to staying in_
touch with family and friends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce
new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, immediately harming millions of
Latinos and other consumers nationwide. '

am. lunderstand that the FCC is considering applying “in-state” access charges and other fees on
. ™ certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particularly those on fixed incomes or those
* establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscribe to local
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set affordable rates,
- Students, immigrants, seaior citizens, and others face similar challenges.

As a result, prepaid calling cards are the only option available — without them, many consumers
could, quite literally, be Jeft without access to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid
calling cards will directly harm individuals who can lcast afford pricc increases.

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid calls,
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers. Allowing the large, Jocal
telephone companies to collect such charges, even when they do not sell the calling card to 2
customer, would drive up prices; thus makiog these services substantially less affordable. Please
look out for consumers and refuse to impose new access charges and fees on prepeid calling card
services. : :

s S T

ces:  Commissioner Michael Copps :
. Comunissioner Kathleen Abernathy
' Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein, -

Senator Heutohason- :
Senator &
CongresspErson _

0T0/T0007 ivd 8v:60 F00Z/FI/L0O



07/14/2004 09:48 FAX

@020

July 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell : .
Federal Communications Comrnission :
445 12th Street, S.W.
Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133

Chairman Powell:

The FCC shoutd not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities.

The Latino community is particularly sensitive 1o any price increase for pre-paid calling eards;
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are so prevalent in part because
» they save consumers money.

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should
oot be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot

meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before TN—

getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones or the telephones
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay “connected” as we Jook for
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have.

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards.
Some of the nation®s [argest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such
charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer interests over corporate gain by keeping
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority.

Ol wiyse - Y359
ccs:  Commissioner Michael Copps
Commissianer Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
& Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator et chison
Senaror

dov,
Congressperson {{gnr M

Sincerely,
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July 7, 2004
Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.
+ Washington, DC 20554
RE: WC Docket No. 03-133

Dear Chairman Powell,

I am writing to ask that the FCC not impose new hidden charges and fees on prepaid calling card

services. " —

Minorities, low-income families, senior citizens, immigrants, college students and military
families rely upon calling card services for a variety of needs. Many of these consumers do not
have a credit history, bank accounts, or the means to pay a large deposit for local telephone
service. For these consumers, 8 prepaid card may be the only option they have to stay connected
~to make phone calls to look for a job, for affordable housing, make a doctor’s sppointment, or
stay in touch with family and friends. These cards offer convenience and predictable cost, as
there are no hidden fees or cha.rges In economically dlsadvantnged areas, consumers literally
risk being disconnected if the prices of these cards increase. Prepaid calling cards are
indispensable to consumer groups because they are an affordable alternative to regular and
wireless telephone services.

But such price hikes are precisely what the FCC will do if it inflicts ncw “in-state” access charges
and other fees on pre-paid cards. The fees would funnel directly to large local telephone

companijes while the burden would fall squarely upon those consumers that can least afford to
bear it.

¥ o Adding access charges to be paid to local telephone companies will substantizlly increase the per
minute charges on pre-paid calls, jeopardizing the benefits Latino and other communities gain
from these services. Please stop any effort to raise rates on American consumers and decide that
these services are not subject to the exorbitant new access charges and other fees.

Sincerely, - : _ | T ——

ccs:  Commissioner Michael Copps \/ '
Commissioner Kathleen Abemathy \
Commissioner Kevin Martin /\%
Commissicner J onathan Adelstem
Scoator Mﬂ( S ﬂd
Senator

Congressperson (., 5 &uza./er,
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o July7,2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communijcations Commission
445 12th Street, S.W,

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133
Dear Chairman Powell:

Latino and other minority communities rely upon low-cost telecommunications services to
accomplish many every day tasks, from looking for a job or affordable housing to staying in
touch with family and friends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce
new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, immediately harming millions of
Latinos and other consumers nationwide. '

T understand that the FCC is considering applying “in-state™ access charges and other fees on
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Lafinos, particularly those on fixed incomes or those

y establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscribe to local
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set affordable rates.
Students, immigrants, senior citizens, and others face similar challenges.

£ Asa result, prepaid calling cards are the only option available — without them, many consumers
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid
calling cards will directly harm individuals who can least afford price increases.

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid calls,
destroying the utjlity of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers. Allowing the large, local
telephone companies to collect such charges, even when they do not sell the calling cardto a
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantially less affordable. Please
look out for consumers and refuse to impose new access charges and fees on prepaid calling card
services. - . ,

ces: “oimmissioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abemathy
A Commissioner Kevin Martin
W Commissioncr Jonathan Adelstein
‘ Senator @&oh

Senator

”, Congressperson |- ) (_a.)
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Tuly 7,2004

Chairman Michae| Powell

Federal Commaunications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133
Dear Chairman Powell:

Latino and other minority communities rely upon low-cost telecommunications services to
accomplish many every day tasks, from looking for a job or affordable housing to staying in
touch with family and friends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce

sew charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, immediately harming millions of
Latinos and other consumers nationwide.

1 understand that the FCC is considering applying “in-state™ access charges and other fees on
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particularly those on fixed incomes or those
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscribe to local
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set affordable rates.
Students, immigrants, senior citizens, and others face similar challenges.

As a result, prepaid calling cards are the only option available — without them, TDany consumers
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid
callmg cards will directty harm individuals who can least afford price increases.

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid calls,
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers. Allowing the large, Jocal
telephone companies to eollect such charges, even when they do pot sell the calling card to a
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantially less affordable. Please
look out for consumers and refuse to impose new access charges and fees on prepaid cailing card
services.

Sincerely, 9{ M Mwaﬁ_ &7//0

- ¢cs: Commissioner Michael Copps

Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jona Adelstein
Scpatar
Senator

Conrpenns, M Moo Wwm)
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July 7, 2004

+ Chairman Michze] Powell
Federal Communications Commission -
445 12th Strect, S.W.
‘Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133

Chairman Powell:

.The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. Ifyou
move 1o increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities.

The Latino community is particolarly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards
approximately 43% of Latino bouseholds use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes

- below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are so prevalent in part because
they save consumers money.

With pas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income
, households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon befare
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers ¢an make calls from payphones or the telephones
of family members and neighbors, We can use these cards to stay “connected™ as we look for
&  jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have.

Isimply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards.
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such
charges. The FCC should stand up for consvmer interests over corporate gain by keepiog
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority. -

Q\ M%“ A /WM{

Commissioner Mlchael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commssnoner Jonathan Adel
Senstor (aty, B
Senator \f"g
Congressperson 5,)
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Jaly 7, 2004

Chairmuan Michael Powell

Federal Commumications Commmission
445 12th Street, SW.

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133

Dear Chairman Powell:

Latino and other minority communities rely upon Jow-cost telecommunications services to
accomplish many every day tasks, from looking for a job or affordable housing to staying in
tonch with family and friends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce

» 0ew charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, immediately hanming millions of
Latinos and other consumers nationwide.

1 understand that the FCC is considering applying “in-state™ access charges and other fees an
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particolarly those on fixed incomes or these
establishing 2 credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscribe to Jocal
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set affordable rates.
Students, immigrants, senior citizens, and others face similar challenges.

As a result, prepaid calling cards are the only option availzble - without them, many consumers
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid
calling cards will digectly harm individuals who can least afford price increases,

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantiat increase in the cost of prepaid calls,
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers. Allowing the large, local
telephone companies to colleet such charges, even when they do not sell the calling card 0 3
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantially less affordable. Please

look out for consumers and refuse to impose new access charges and fees on prepaid cailing card
services. .

Sincerely,

. \\M\W 20914

ces:  Commissionetr Michael Copps
> Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
) Commissioner Kevin Martin

Commissigner Jonathan Adelstein } -
Senator | P m I
sen.amf “"‘—\l o;\..b_L - i me
Congressperson c‘i\—- L/M H‘blb-,,s. _
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July 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission -
v 445 12th Street, SW. -

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133

Chairman Powell: . _ - . o

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you'
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities.

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards;
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are so prevalent in part becanse
they save consumers money.

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon befare

+ getting a2 phone, With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones or the telephones
of family members and neighbors. 'We can use these cards to stay “connected” as we look for
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have.

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards.
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such
charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer interests over corporate gain by keeping
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority.

Sincerely, o '
ﬁfl-"is 6@36)@&65 o\6lLo

ccs:  Commissioner Michzel Copps
Commissjoner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstem
Scnator

Senator
Congespen ;;‘;::&é e Bone (un)
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July 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powe]]

Federal Communijcations Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133

Chairman Powell:

The FCC should not impose new access charges and feee upon prepaid calling cards. If you
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities.

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the honseholds with incomes
below 520,000 bave used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are so prc\ra]ent in part becanse
they save consumers money.

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should
not be faced with rising telephone gervice costs as well. In pasticular, many low-income
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upan before
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can meke calls from payphones or the telephones
of family members end neighbors. We can use these cards to stay “connected™ as we fook for
jobs, bunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have.

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards.
Some of the nation’s Jargest telephone companies would be the Jargest beneficiaries of such
charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer interests over corporate gain by keeping
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority.

Sincerely,

@u/ /M% 166

ccs:  Commissioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator
Senator B . fl L ﬂ S ,)

Congressperson {__, _ '[DW_D Q\_Jw
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July 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

v Federal Communications Comunission
445 121, Street, SW,
Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133

Chairman Powell:

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or
disadvantaged individuals o stay in touch in their comrounities.

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards;
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, helf of the households with incomes
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are so prevalent in part because
they save consumers mopey. .

With gas and milk prices atready holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upen before

' getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones or the telephones
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay “connected” as we Jook for
jobs, huat for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have.

1 simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards.
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies wonld be the largest beneficiaries of such
charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer interests over corporate gain by Leeping
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority. -

Commissioner Kevin Martm
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstem

Senator

S gt
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Yuly 7, 2004

Chairmsn Michae] Powelt

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S W,

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133
Dear Chairman Powell:

Latino and other minority communitics rely upon low-cost telecommunications services to
accomplish many every day tasks, from looking for a job or affordable housing to staying in
touch with family and friends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce
new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, immediately harming millions of
Latinos and other consumers nationwide. '

I understand that the FCC is considering applying “in-state” aceess charges and other fees on
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particularly those on fixed incomes or those
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other jueans necessary to subscribe to local
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set affordable rates.
Students, immigrants, senjor citizens, and others face similar challcnges.

Ay a result, prepaid calling cards are the only option available — without them, many consumers
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid
calling cards will directly harm individuals who can Ieast afford price increases.

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase ip the cost of prepaid calls,
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers. Allowing the large, local
telephone companies to collect such charges, even when they do not sell the calling card to a
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these scrvices substantially less affordable. Please
look out for consumers and refuse to impose new access charges and fees on prepaid calling card
services.

Sincerely,

A 1Ley Glod

ces:  Commissioner Michac] Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abemnathy
Commiissioner Kevin Martin

- Commissioner Jonathau Adelstein

Senator .Ba"” Chisor

Sevator I,'L "

Congressperson ./,
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July 7, 2004

Chairman Michae] Powell

Federal Communications Commission
4435 12th Street, S.W.

‘Washington, DC 20554

' RE: WC Docket No. 03-133

Dear Chairman Powell:

Latino and other minority communities rely upon Jow-cost telecommunications services to
accomplish many every day tasks, from looking for a job or affordable housing to staying in
touch with family and friends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce
new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, immediately harming millions of
Latinos and other consumers nationwide.

I understand that the FCC is oon51dermg applying “in-state” access charges and other fees on
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particularly those on fixed incomes or those
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscribe to local
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set affordable rates.
Students, immigrants, senior citizens, and others face similar challenges.

As a result, prepaid calling cards are the only option available ~- without them, many consumers
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid
calling cards will directly harm individuals who can least afford price increases.

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid calls,
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers. Allowing the large, local

¢ telephone companies to collect such charges, even when thcy do not sell the calling cardto a
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantially less affordable. Please

look cut for consumers end refitse to impose new access charges and fees on prepaid calling card

services.

Sincerely,

W\W | ‘6;00‘(/

Commissioner 1 Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commlssmner Jonathaa Ad 10

" Senator
Senator

.Congrcsspcrson “Be'Lu & 0 (..CD)
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July 7, 2004

Chatrman Michsael Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

‘Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133

Chajrman Powell:

The FCC should nat impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their commumities.

,The Latino community is paticularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards-
apprommate}y 43% of Latino houscholds use them. Indeed, balf of the households with incomes
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are so prevalent in part because
they save consumers money.

‘With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income
houscholds wheo are on fixed incomes depend entirely wpon prepaid service because they cannot
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone compsnies insist upon before
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones or the telephones
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay “connected” as we look for
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appomtments that we 2l have.

1 simply find it ummagmable that the FCC would impose new cha:ges and fees on these cards.
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such
charges. The FCC should stand yp for comsumer interests over corporate gain by keeplng
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority.

xcs: Commissioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissjoper Kevin Martin )
Comm:sslonar Jona.‘than Adelstem
Senator

Senator
Cnngressperson %
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July 7, 2004

Chairman Michsae] Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W. -

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133

Chairman Powell:

“The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. Ifyou
" move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their commumities.

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards;
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the houscholds with incomes
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are so prevalent in part becanse
they save consumers money.

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income .
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service becanse they cannot
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before
geting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones or the telephones
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay “conpected™ as we Jook for
Jjobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have.

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards.

+ Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such
charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer interests over corporate gain by keeping
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority. :

Sincerely,

o e e

Commissioner Kathleen Abem
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein

Senator ~Foemtoo—an ¢ Qu ) !
Senag Tt S,\\,M,,

Congressperson
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~ Tuly 7, 2004

¥ Chairman Michael Powell

" g

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S W,
Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133
Dear Chabman Powell:

Latino and other minority communities rely upon low-cost telecommunications services to
accomplish many every day tasks, from looking for a job or affordable housing to staying in
touch with family and fiiends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce
new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, immediately harming millions of
Latinos and other consumers nationwide. '

I understand that the FCC is considering applying “in-state” access charges and other fees on
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particularly those on fixed incomes or those
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscribe to local
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set affordable rates.

' Students, immigrants, senicr citizens, and others face similar challenges.

As a result, prepaid calling cards are the only option available — without them, many consumers
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid
calling cards will directly harm individuals who can least afford price increases.

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid calls,
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers. Allowing the large, local
telephone companies to collect such charges, even when they do not sell the calling card to a
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantially less affordable. Please
look out for consumers and refuse to impose new access charges and fees on prepaid calling card
services. : :

ces:  Commissioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein

Seasior @y
Scnatorgon . s
Congressperson
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Yuly 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S. W,

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133

Chairman Powell:

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. Ifyou
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their comapunities.

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling mrds
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are 50 prevalent in part because
they save consumers money.

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, magy low-income
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot
meet the credif rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones or the telephones
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay “connected” as we look for
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have.

1 simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards,
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such
charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer interests over corporate gain by keeplng
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority.

NN SOV

ccs: Commissioner Michacl Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein

Sincerely,

idoos
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July 7, 2004

#  Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Commumications Commission
445 12th Street, S W.
Washington, DC 20554 °

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133

Chairman Powell:

The FCC should pot impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. I you
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their copamunities.

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards;
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes

below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are so prevalent in part because
they save consumers money.

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and Jow income consumers hostage, we should
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many Jow-income

o bouseholds who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones or the telephones
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay “connected™ as we look for

jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have. S ——

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards.
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the larpest beneficiaries of such
charges. The FCC should stapd up for consumer interests over corporate gain by keeping
affordable prepsid calling cards a priority.

Commissioner Kathleen Abermnathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Cormnmissioner Jonathan Adel

Senator e drgn o ﬁeu\\(/:)iv

Senator
Con gressp ersang M—
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July 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Strect, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133

Dear Chairman Powell:

Latimo and other minority communities rely upon low-cost telecommunications services to
sccomplish many every day tasks, from looking for a job or affordable housing to staying in
touch with family and friends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce
new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, immediately harming millions of
Latinos and other consumers pationwide.

I understand that the FCC is considering applying “in-state” access charges and other fees on
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particularly those on fixed incomes or those
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscribe to Jocal
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set affordable rates.
Students, immigrants, senior citizens, and others face similar challenges.

As a result, prepaid calling cards are the only option available — without them, many consumers
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid
calling cards will directly harm individuals who can least afford price increases.

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid calls,
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers, Allowing the large, local
telephone companies to collect such charges, even when they do not sell the calling card to a
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantially less affordable. Please

look out for consumers and refuse to impose new access charges and fees on prepaid calling card
services. :

& Sincercly,

M

ccs:  Commissioner Michifel Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin

Commissioner Jonathan aa-;lzl's:efij}
Senator ~Rea
Senator Ch - ( \ £:I.: 9

Congressperson

vlet,
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Tuly 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Cominission
445 12th Street, S W.

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133

Dear Chairman Powell:

Latino and other minority communities rely upon low~cost telecommunications services to
accomplish many every day tasks, from looking for a job or affordable housing to staying in-
touch with family and friends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce

new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, immediately harming millions of
Latinos and other consumers nationwide.

I understand that the FCC is considering applying “in-state™ access charges and other fees on
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particularly those on fixed incomes or those
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscribe 10 local

y telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards o stay connected at set affordable rates.
Students, immigrants_genior citizens, and others face similar challenges.

As avesult, prepaid calling cards are the only option available — without thexn, many consumers
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid
calling cards will directly harm individuals who can least afford price increases.

Imposing in-state charges would amount 10 3 substantial increase in the cost of prepaid calls,
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers. Allowing the large, local
telephone companies to collect such charges, even when they do not sell the calling card to a
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantially less affordable. Please
look out for consumers and refuse to impose new access charges and fees on prepaid calling card
SETVICES.

Sincerely, &T/‘)\QL& %& Ce

ces:  Commissioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin

Commissioner Jonathan Adelsicin

’ Senator _L‘y_ .AJ{ t;
Senatar Lok
Congressptgél-l
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Tuly 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

‘Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133

Chairman Powell:

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you
move to increase the cost of these cards you will simply drive up the cost for minority or
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities.

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards;
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are 50 prevalent in part because
they save consumers money.

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income
bouseholds who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone'companies insist upon before
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consnmers can make calls from payphones or the telephones
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay “connected” as we look for
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the ather daily appointments that we all have,

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards.
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such
charges. The FCC should stand np for consumer interests aver corporate gajn by keeping
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority.

T B (itek)

ces:  Commissioner Michacl Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abcrnatiy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator CY\&_L‘,_,__
o Ly o

Congressperson

doo2
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Yuly 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powcl!

¢ Federal Coromunications Commission -
445 12th Street, S.W,
Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133
Dear Chairman Powell:

Latino and other minority communities rely upon low-cost telecommunications services to
accomplish many every day tasks, from looking for a job or affordable housing to staying in
touch with family and fiiends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce
new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, mmedmtely harming millions of
Latinos and other consumers nationwide.

T understand that the FCC is considering applying “in-state™ access charges and other fees on
certzin prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, partienlarly those on fixed incomes or those
establishing a ¢redit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscribe to local
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set affordable rates.
Students, immigrants, senior citizens, and others face similar challenges.

As & result, propaid calling cards are the only option available — without them, many consumers
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid
y calling cards will directly harm mdmdua.ls who can least afford pncc increases.

Imlnosmg in-state charges would amount 1o a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid calls,
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers, Allowing the large, local
telephone companies to collect such charges, even when they do not sell the calling card o a
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantially less affordable. Please
lock out for consumers and refuse to impose new access charges and fees on prepaid calling card
services. .

= notly

“ces:  Commissioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abemathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator 3

Senator o
Congressp\egon ‘ju_
Ser Cindrio, 7X
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July 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell |
Federal Communications Commission . —
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133
Dear Chairman Powell:

Latino and other minority communitics rely upon low-cost telecommunications services to
accomplish many every day tasks, from looking for a job or affordable housing to staying in
touch with family and friends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce
new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, immediately harming miflions of
Latinos and other consumers nztionwide.

I understand that the FCC is considering applying “in-state” access charges and other fees on
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particularly those on fixed incomes or those
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscribe to local

&  telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set affordable rates.
Students, immigrants, senior citizens, and others face similar challenges.

As a result, prepaid calling cards are the only option available — without them; many consumers
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid
calling cards will directly harm individuals who can Ieast afford price increascs, —

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid calls,
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers. Allowing the large, local
telephone companics to collect such charges, even when they do not sell the calling cardto a
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantially less affordable. Please

look out for consumers and refnse to impose new access charges and fees on prepaid calling card
services. -

Sincerely,

;Qrlea Chod

ccs:  Commissioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin

¥ Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein

Senator ¢

thiSor
Senator \%"A,‘_ O ‘

Crmevessnerson / /oL
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Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

' RE: WC Docket No. 03-133

Dear Chairman Powell:

Latino and other minority communities rely upon lJow-cost telecommunications services to

accomplish many every day tasks, from looking for a job or affordable housing to staying in

touch with family and friends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce

new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, immediately harming millions of _
Latinos and other consumers nationwide. ~—

1 understand that the FCC is considering applying “in-state™ access charges and other fees on
certains prepaid calling card services, Many Latinos, particularly those on fixed incomes or those
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscribe to local
telephone service, rely upos these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set affordable rates.
Students, immigrants, senior citizens, and others face similar challenges.

As a result, prepaid calling cards are the omly option available — without them, many conmeré
could, quite literalty, be left without access to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid
calling cards will directly hanm individuals who can least afford price increases.

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial incresse in the cost of prepaid calls,
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers. Allowing the large, local

, telephone companies to collect such charges, even when they do not sell the calling cardto a

customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantially less affordable, Please
look out for consumers and refise to impose new access charges and fees on prepaid calling card
services, : '

Sincerely,

b7‘\@%&»./ ey - B

Commissioner ae] Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abemnathy
Commissioner Kevia Martin
Commissioner Jonathanr Adclstein

Senator \&\_W

Scnator

'Congresspe.rson & p (<o )



